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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 March 2003 , 
2a)\J This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomrial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Clainfis 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-54 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-54 is/are rejected, 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)K] The drawing(s) filed on 23 August 2001 is/are: a)S accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Inten/iew Summary (PT0^1 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) S Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 2^. 6) ^ Other: Detailed Action . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark OfTice 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Malt Date 8 



Application/Control Number: 09/938,163 



Page 2 



Art mit: 2171 



DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-54 are pending in this office action. 



Acknowledges 



2. 



Receipt is acknowledged of the following items: 



o Infomiation Disclosure Statement (IDS) filed on 08/23/2001 and 03/26/2004 and 
made of record as Paper No. 2 and 7 respectively. The references cited on the 
PTOL 1449 form have been considered. 

o The preliminary amendments have been considered. 



o The title of the invention should be brief but technically accurate and descriptive, 

preferably from two to seven words, 
o The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or other 

form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded 

hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01. The 

embedded hyperlinks are on pages 1 and 6. 
o At page 5, line 24, "service Website 10" failed to disclose figure 1 which related to 

this reference. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Specification 



3. 



The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
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Claim Objections 



4. 



Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: at line 1, "claim 7" depends 



on itself. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-10, 14-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 1, 3, 6, 7, 14, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 28, 29, 35, 36, 40, 41, 47, 49, 51, and 
53, there is insufficient antecedent basis for "substantially" in the claim. The term 
"substantially" is obscure. 

Regarding claim 16, there is insufficient antecedent basis for "a description of 
information regarding the supplier corresponding to the supplier" in the claim. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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6. Claims 1-6, 8-17, 24-34, 36-46, and 48-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rebane (US 6,662,192), in view of Fenton (US 2002/0194151). 

Regarding claims 1 and 1 1 , Rebane discloses a method to identify a supplier of goods or 
services over the Internet comprising: 

providing a home page/index page ("infomediary website") for a user having at least one 
link to a directory Web site for a class ("category") of goods or services having a directory Web 
site domain at least partially descriptive of the class of goods or services wherein said directory 
Web site contains a supplier link to a corresponding supplier*s Web site (See Fig. 16, 18, and 20, 
and col. 31, line 62 to col. 32, line 12), wherein the home page and the directory Web sites are 
configured to allow a user to access the homepage (See col. 32, lines 13-31); select a user 
determined directory Web site based at least in part on the directory Web site domain name and 
activate the user determined directory Web site link corresponding to the directory Web site 
selected by the user link to the selected directory Web site and select the supplier link for a 
supplier of goods or services (See page 32, line 57 to page 33, line 67). 

Rebane further discloses activate the first user determined supplier link to the 
corresponding user selected first supplier link, thereby launching a first supplier internet browser 
window and displaying the supplier Web site in the first supplier internet browser window (See 
Fig. 20 and corresponding text) as per claim 1 1 . 

Rebane does not explicitly teach a rollover window wherein the rollover window conveys 
information about a supplier corresponding to the supplier link when the user's cursor is placed 
substantially over the supplier link. On the other hand, Fenton teach a rollover window (See 
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[0109], Fenton et al.). Because Fenton system use to index websites' content, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to include a 
rollover window into the website of Rebane as suggested by Fenton. The motivation would have 
been providing useful information about suppliers to user so that user can decide whether to 
make further move. 

Regarding claims 2 and 13, Rebane/Fenton discloses the directory Web site further 
comprises a first paragraph of text comprising a description of the class of goods or services 
("Home>Computer Harward&Software>PDAs", Fig. 18, Rebane). 

Regarding claims 3 and 1 4, Rebane/Fenton discloses wherein the directory Web site 
further comprises a descriptive title portion substantially corresponding to the description of the 
class of goods or services described by the directory Web site domain name (Top BizRater PDA, 
Fig. 18, Rebane). 

Regarding claims 4 and 1 5, Rebane/Fenton discloses wherein the directory Web site 
further comprises a link to the home page (home. Fig. 20). 

Regarding claims 5, 6, 16, and 17, Rebane/Fenton discloses the directory Web site further 
comprises a supplier descriptive portion corresponding to the supplier, wherein the supplier 
descriptive portion is located substantially adjacent the corresponding supplier link (See Fig. 20). 
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Regarding claims 8-10, Rebane/Fenton discloses wherein the rollover window conveys 
information visually/audibly to the user and utilizes a script (See [0039], [0090], Fenton et al.). 

Regarding claim 12, Rebane/Fenton discloses selecting a subsequent user determined 
supplier link for a subsequent supplier of goods or services; and activating the subsequent user 
determined supplier link to the corresponding user selected subsequent supplier Web site thereby 
laimching a second supplier Internet browser window and displaying the subsequent supplier 
Web site in the second supplier internet browser window (See Fig. 20, Rebane). 

Regarding claims 24-25, 36-37 and 48, these claims contain all the claimed subject 
matter as set forth above in claims 1,3, and 6, thus rejected as the same. 

Regarding claims 26-27, and 38-39, Rebane/Fenton discloses wherein the directory web 
site comprises a first set of supplier links and a second set of supplier links (See Fig. 20, 
Rebane). 

Regarding claims 28-29, and 40-41, Rebane/Fenton discloses wherein the first rollover 
window is substantially visible when the first set of supplier links is substantially visible (See 
[0090], Fenton et al.). 

Regarding claims 30, 33-34, 42, and 45-46, Rebane/Fenton discloses wherein the 
directory Web site comprises a second rollover window (See [0090], [0109], Fenton et al.). 

Regarding claims 31-32 and 43-44, Rebane/Fenton discloses a plurality of directory Web 
sites (See Fig. 18, Rebane), wherein each directory Web site contains at least one link to at least 
other directory Web site (See Fig. 18 and 20, Rebane). 

Regarding claims 49, 51, and 53, these claims contain all the claimed subject matter as 
set forth above in claims 24, and fiirther discloses access a convention search engine; input a 
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search strategy into the conventional search engine to search for a supplier of a user determined 
good or service; view ranked result links as analyzed by the conventional search engine's 
algorithm and displayed by the conventional search engine; and activate a ranked result link 
corresponding to the directory web site corresponding to the user inputted search strategy 
thereby allowing the user to access the directory web site corresponding to the user inputted 
search strategy. Please see col. 31, line 62 to col. 32, line 12, Rebane. 

Regarding claims 50, 52, and 54, Rebane/Fenton discloses wherein the directory Web site 
further comprises a related directory Web site link (See Figs. 18 and 20, Rebane et al.). 

7. Claims 7, 18-23, 35, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being impatentable 
over Rebane (US 6,662,192), in view of Fenton (US 2002/0194151), and further in view of 
Perkes (US 2002/0194601). 

Regarding claims 7, 18, 35, and 47, Rebane/Fenton discloses all the claimed subject 
matter as set forth above, however Rebane/Fenton is silent as to wherein the directory Web site 
comprises at least one substantially descriptive metatag. On the other hand, Perkes teach 
descriptive metatag (See [0042], Perkes et aL). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to include descriptive metatag into 
the directory Web site of Rebane/Fenton. The motivation would have been to cover all possible 
related searches and increase the ranking archived as suggested by Perkes. 

Regarding claim 22, this claim contains all the claimed subject matter as set forth above 
in claims 1, 3, 6, and 7, thus rejected as the same. 
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Regarding claims 19-21, this claim contains all the claimed subject matter as set forth 
above in claims 22 and 49, thus rejected as the same. 

Regarding claim 23, Rebane/Fenton/Perkes discloses wherein the rollover window 
utilizes a script (See [0039], [0090], Fenton et al.). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Snyder U.S Patent No. 6,643,641 discloses web search engine with graphic snapshots. 

Holbrook U.S Patent No. 2002/0152222 discloses apparatus and method for organizing 
and-or presenting data. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Merilyn P Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305-5177. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 703-308-1436. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular 
communications and 703-746-7240 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 
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